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REMARKS 

Chirps 29- 10 a~e pending in - he present application C lams t-?S were pre^u-nsly 
cancelled Applicants ie;pecttu!!\ iequest reconsideration of the application m hght of ihe 
remarks below. 

Claim Ki-jef lions under 35 ,,t. 8.C.^.103 

In the Pmal Office Actn-n, O'ainr.s 2'MO s\eie rejected under 35 U.S.C § lUSta) as 
ben;:; unpatentable o\er Kanm (U.S Parent No. 5,S u b.oS2\ hereinafter reknvd *u a-. Kan;n, 
»n or Chos -U.S. Pateitt No. ft,27S,iS2;, hereinafter referred to a? Choi. Applicants 
respeetfudy uavcrc this rejection. a.s hereinafter set tbnh 

lo establish a prin<a facie case of ob\ loudness the pnoi ait reference (or reiercrices 
v*hen conhmeJ) mmi teach or suggest all the claim limitations if? n Royka^ 400 F 2cl 
QS1. 9S5 tCCPA 197-1); Jt y MPEP § 2143.D3 Additionally, there must be 'a reason 
that would ha\e prompted a person of ordinary skti: m the relevant held to combine the [pr.oi 
art? elements' m the manner danned. KSR hit'! Ol v. T<l<>11t"\ far , 1 27 S Cr. 1737, 1741 
1o7 I,£d.2d 705 75 USLW 42ts*#, 82 U.S.I ,Q.2d 13*5 <200"? > Finally, to establish a 

cose of >"bvt"i:sne c 5 then- mu;U be a reasonable expectation of suece^ In re Met^k & 
l\>.. /h.\. &00 F.2d 1091 1(»7 (bed. Cit. i^Sfti Furthermore;, the uajon that wvuU ha\e 
prompted the combination find the reasonable expectation of success must be iound m the 
pnor an. common knowledge or the nature of me pmnlem it3t!t*. and not based on the 
Appheanf f dis>ejot>ute lhSr>tr TrMUiarhen GmbH & Co I intschlami KG v. C H. Patrick 
Co.. 4o4 F\l 135b, 13(>7 (fed Cir 2U00); MPEP ? 2144. I ndcrhmg the oh* sous 
detenu-nation :i the fact thai siauuonl} piohtbned hmdstthl cannot be used A„S/\ 127 S.Ci 
at i"42. D}Sho\ 4M F 3d at 1367. 

Tae 35 U S.C §303(3) obviousness rejections ol claims 29-40 are impropct because 
the elements tor <> prima tacie ~ase of ob\ loudness ^rc nor met SpeaCiraUv, the reieel-on 
fails to meet ise er tenon that the tmot art leftrrnCv mus* teach tr suggest all the claims 
limitations. 
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Independent Claims 29, 33, 37 

Regarding independent claims 29, 33 and 37, Applicants have amended no claims as 
the ciomis jl;? pieM-nk.l ne'ude c'rum limitations not taoghf or suggested ir the uftd 
reierences. 

Aopi.tVDt''/ mccpenden* chirns 20 33 and 3", each recite, m pait, 1 jV»v^i«!l< 
channd uanshut po\M ' le>d of r/tf mreles^deyice " (emphasis adced>, *mcu- is no: taught 
»r T.ggtsied m the cited -efercixes Ihe Final OffLe ActJui- alleges- 

Rcga-ximg claim 29. k.vu- discloses vicn'-ninz it pilot channel rw-.n-ir pouer 

iViVi q/^/j? wireless device . . (whtcn leads on column 2 lines 9-1$). *Fmai 

Ot-iec AcLor, p. 3. errrnapis added > 
Rrgardmg claim 33 Kauai discloses means for <,ic? easing a pilot channel 

ff utetwt poh er ici 1 1 of the win tes s device t w hi 'h reads on lolumn 2 lines 

9-18> iTiral Otiice Action, p. 4, emphasis added i 
Regarding plains 3" Kanai discloses ihe wndess device k-> ir soft handofS (which 

>f*<td-' on column L lines 53 55V (Final CXIi^e \et*on, p. 

\pplicxit« respecttuU> =ubmit thai neithe: Kauai no- Choi, cither mdiudua;ly oi in 
anv piopei combination, teach or suggest Applicants" invention as prescn:;y claimed in 
ir-depcndenl claims 2^. 33 i<nd V, whi.h each recite, m part. ' increasing a pilot channel 
Transmit /<owr t VsW o£ thg^wi refos. device''. As is hiown m u vuiefes oi ccWuUrA'U 
s\?tcm. a base Nation contnnn.cates v*sth a \ireleas device to.g,. m^p c station) 
> "oTiimumcauop ftom the base suhon tn the wucless des^e occur ovei channels or a 
"forward ink ' Comma ncanon f,v>; the wilder device v e g., mobile star on) 'o the, ba^ 
.vLitior ficuur ovv.? vhcrne * on j "reverie link " 

As claimed. Applicants ;n\ croon rctfe.3 a pilot ehaioid . of the ninless device " 
Ha\>tv.':, rvth kanai ana Cnoi on 3 v teach oi sagger a -jilot channel if the base station 
Spccdica'ly a* ne Final OfrVe Aaron's at-tion to Kauai .u column 2. lines 9 liL Kauai 
discloses: 

A^tordjr £ to an aspect of thi- invention, the jadio channel control apparatus 
con.pnsinL' a quality monitoimg means 'o- monitonng the communication quality of 
< : iea^t on.' of the t odr-d'\isn>n multiplexed radio ..kame.s to product, a qutht\ 
noni ; ~rmp figny" 'c-pic^entat've oi the e^nnruiiicafion qaaht\. and powu kvel 
control meai.s for controlling a p-.j\%cr Ic^cl or the pilot signal ir> mspomt; to the 
qualu\ monuor.ng signal to t hup^ the ceil in *ir«. fro r, one io a i other ;n dependency 
upon the power level of the pilot signal. ( \ -inphasi s added i 
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Kanaj consistently teaches, "the pilot signal sappbed/h m a ^omnn^rcuting base station to 
the i white nation."' fkanau coi. 8. ! sncs ' 5- 14, emph t i-tlocd) Hnwt,\i,% Kanai lacU an\ 
teaching ui su^gesnun regarding e^v n'\Ci=f link 'pi ot channel" troil a mobile station to a 
base stakor .as J, iieiefoic crri'it k,n.h suggest "uxrtiisstiz .i pifoi cha met inw-wr 
p ■>> t r lr\ el »f y/rrfevy device * a$ claimed b> Applicant. 

Similaily, Choi is ent reh. sue=u regaremg any teaching o: a "uv^rse huk pnot 
channel/' Cnoi reaches u iotwaid \m{ 'pi-oi chanr.el" ^uf saiis so teech s^ggct a:n 
x reverse link pix-i channel " Cioi }pe„if,cali\ teaches, 'The secftr/orwarrf power the \uir 
or the oveiread channel {pilar pagirg ;mr. ^\wv- chnisnel) p^wer and " {Cnot, col 4, 
lint* 50-51; etrpnasis added.) 

Theierore fx cause neither Kauai nor Choi teach ir suggest 'inn casing a jtifot 
channel trans?*-,:? po^ei let el yf__ the... wireless d evice as darned by Applicants, these 
icrenenecs, either mdmdualh or m any pivpei combination,, cannot render obvious, under 35 
USC. §M\ Applicants' invention as pa»cmly danned m independent e'aims 29. 33 and 
37. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the rejection of independent claims 29, 33 
and 37 be withdrawn. 

Dependent Claims 30-32, 34-36. 38-40 

Tht iionob\iuUi>nt.ss of independent el:-am 29 preclude? a rejection or claims 30-3.7 
which depend theretrorn. because a dependent china is obvious onh it" the sndt pendent claim 
fr«m \%h:Lh it depends is obvious. See In te Fsne 5 U.S.? Q 3d 1596, 1600 fHrd. Ctr l'^ibK 
>t'C ii/'u'J MPEP S 2143 03. Thereleie. Applicants teque-st th-t Uie F\am;ne?- v-ithdiuu the 3^ 
L'.S.C. § 103(a» obviousness rejection to independent claim 29 and elamis 3U-32 wbich 
depend therefrom . 

Ike nosuvx lousnetvs oi independent claim 33 pieeludes a rejection of claims 34-36 
which depend therefrom Ixxanse a dependent claim is p?w:<--ns on!> if the independent claim 
from which it depends is obvious. See In re Fine , 5 US.P.Q.2d 1596, 1600 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 
see also MPEP § 2143.03. Therefore, Applicants request that the Examiner withdraw the 35 
U.S.C § 103(a) obviousness rejection to independent claim 33 and claims 34-36 which 
depend therefrom. 
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The nonobviotssness of independent claim 37 precludes a rejection of claims 38-40 
which depend therefrom because a dependent claim is obvious only if the independent claim 
from which it depends is obvious. See I n re Fine , 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596. .1600 (Fed Cir 1988), 
see oho MPEP § 2143.03. Therefore. Applicants request that the Examiner withdraw the 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) obviousness rejection to independent claim 37 and claims 38-40 which 
depend therefrom. 
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ENTRY OF RESPONSE 
T\e idira?xs abo\v <-hoald be en l ec V he F^une* be^jse t . cv> .*re 
- s. p xnk b\ ,ne as *j ed \occi + cat. ^ n „r d o r iv. irsgs d j J do ic-t add ap; ut \\ <r\.t er to nc 
> ^A-aUor Fu-hei *cu na?k* do co. -ai-t >io\ ssvet 01 tequxre a Suithe' d <_r Fttioih 
1" he H\ m ccj delernre- tsv? tK teniasU do jk t pia^e tie applu 1 ion s ^^ditio f^r 
lov anee Cis. \ - icsne^sujv k queued upon fd ng 0 T a Nonce ot \i>pt as h.?c n 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants submit rhat all pending claims in the application 
arc patentable. Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of this application are earnestly 
solicited. Should any issues remain unresolved, ihe Examiner is encouraged to telephone the 
undersigned at the number provided below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

,// 

By: 



' Jun Ma, kvf \\>MR,i>20 
(S5§)65 1-552.7 



QUALt OMM Incorporated 
5?"?r Morehouse Dme 
San Die^o. Cv-hUw^ °212l 
T-kphontr ,S5?)65I 5527 
FaL.-smde. s>5S) o^S-2502 
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